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As to there veing, iin gross amoun!, “afty millions of dol«

jars in schiemes, issued in the United States every year,” we
can only say, that we cannot ascertain the precise amount
of such schemes; neither have we any disposition to pry
into the affairs of other States (out of our province,) to de-
fend charges brought agaiusl us there; but'we soiemaly de-
clare, that the contractors (Messrs, Yates & Mtlntyie) do
not add one cent to the scheme price of tickets which they
sell to the lottery dealers, and we need not go beyond the
State of Maryland to prove the fact.

As respeets “this vast amount of schemes issued,” we
show that the entire sules made in this market (which in-
cludes a part of the adjoining states;) 13 less than from
1-60th to 1-100th part of each scheme, in which tickets
are sold; as you will sec by comparing the sales of the jast
Maryland Lottery, class No: 26; for 1834, with the scheme;
it will be found that the sales are only 1-101% part of that
scheme.

Sce scheme, Md. 26, amount, $243,090 00
¢ entire sales of this market, 13 2,394 90
Which gives the above resuit.

For your inspeclion, we send you our Invoice Book, in
which you will find our amount sales extended agreeableto
our returns made to the contractors, showirg conclusive
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The charge “that not more than two-thirds or one hali
of the amount, received for tickels, is ever returned to the
purchasers of tickets in prize money,” 1s as preposterous
as it 1s falscl!

In the Maryland Lotleries, the drawings have produced
a large: proportion ol prizes sold, il.an the proper average
to the amount of sales—so that the contractors are aot
much, if anv, gainers on the Maryland Lotteries for the two
last years; besides, the risk has terminated against the con-
tractors, on an average of tickets sold in all the lotteries,
hoth at home and abroad, of nearly or quite three per ceni.
during ithe three last years; which shews that the ba-
lance of luck bhas been in favor of the purchasers. We
challenge one single instance to be produced where the
prizes have not been puncwally and fairly paid agreea-
bly to the schieme set forth, whether the juck was against
the contractors or not.,

The charge of “not less than 12 or 15 millions of dollars
being divided 2izong the lottery dealers, as their proportion
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